March 13, 2007

the argument and certainly should not
because you can take half the cells
away in identical twins and obviously
it has not hurt the embryo at all, so
why should taking a cell out of the em-
bryo make any, yeah, I know, but it
just might. So you need to do some
work with that to make sure it does
not hurt the embryos. There is always
an outside chance that the person lives
to be 90 and they determine some de-
fect that was as a result of taking the
cell out earlier.

So the suggestion was made by Mr.
Dortlinger that, gee, the first thing
you do with that cell you take out is to
make a repair kit. Wow, why did I not
think about that? It is obviously such
a right thing to do. What you do to
that cell now is to make your replace-
ment, which by the way is what par-
ents are hoping to sort of do when they
freeze umbilical cord blood. Now, those
are not embryonic stem cells in umbil-
ical cord blood. They are adult. So
when the baby is born it is an adult. As
a matter of fact, the day you are born
is the day you start to die. Things start
to go downhill from the day you are
born. So these are adult stem cells, but
they have characteristics that may be
more amenable to alterations, to modi-
fications than adult stem cells taken
from a 50-year-old.

By the way, there has been a new
technique which some heralded, now
we do not need to think about embry-
onic stem cells because you can take
amniotic fluid, and as the baby is grow-
ing from the earliest stages on, but it
has to be in amnion before you can get
these cells in the amniotic fluid. You
can get some embryonic stem cells
there, and so a big push was made, gee,
let us stop talking about embryonic
stem cell research because now we have
got these stem cells from amniotic
fluid.

But the person who discovered that
made the observation that this was
complementary to embryonic stem
cells and should not be considered in
place of embryonic stem cells. It is cer-
tainly a good place to get cells that are
more easily reprogrammed to believe
that they are not what they are at that
stage of development, but he said that
it should be considered complementary
to embryonic stem cells and not in
place of stem cells.

Well, the Senate is going to vote on
this in a few days now; that is, they are
going to vote on the Castle-DeGette
bill. It will certainly pass, and I think
they are voting on exactly the same
bill. So it does not even need to go to
conference. It will then go to the Presi-
dent, and the President will do what he
did in the last Congress. He will veto
the bill.

So here we will be with only a few
embryonic stem cell lines running out.
They are all contaminated with mouse
feeder cells, and so they may or may
not be amenable to actual therapy, but
in any event, these stem cell lines do
run out. With the enormous potential
that many people believe embryonic
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stem cells have, we will be in a situa-
tion where there is only a few embry-
onic stem cell lines which are running
out and a public out there which is de-
manding and they come to our office.
One of those compelling things are
these kids with this big thing in their
body like a hockey puck which is push-
ing insulin because they have juvenile
diabetes, and they are very brittle and
they have to trickle that in little by
little during the day to maintain the
status quo.

So here we will be with embryonic
stem cell lines running out, with a cry
from the public and the professional
part of the public that we need to move
on with this. My hope is that when the
President has vetoed this bill, the Cas-
tle-DeGette bill, he will, he did last
time and he will again, that then they
pass our bill which was passed 100-0 in
the Senate last year, by 273 votes in
this House. In fact, they got more
votes than the one that is being sent on
to the President from this House. So,
hopefully, that bill will come up next
and can move to the President’s desk,
and he will certainly sign that bill and
we can get on with ethical embryonic
stem cell research.

Mr. Speaker, I would hope that all of
our listeners out there who have a Rep-
resentative that they believe may not
be supportive of this, would they please
contact that Representative and urge
them to support this bill. It will pro-
vide ethical embryonic stem cell re-
search. Neither I nor any of the others
know what the ultimate result of this
will be, but I will tell you the potential
for clinical cures and application be-
cause of embryonic stem cells being
what they are has to be greater than
adult stem cells.

Mr. Speaker, let us hope that we can
move this clock very quickly because
there are a lot of people out there that
need this kind of help.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 985, WHISTLEBLOWER PRO-
TECTION ENHANCEMENT ACT OF
2007

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (during
the Special Order of Mr. BARTLETT of
Maryland) from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-48) on the resolution (H.
Res. 239) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 985) to amend title 5,
United States Code, to clarify which
disclosures of information are pro-
tected from prohibited personnel prac-
tices; to require a statement in non-
disclosure policies, forms, and agree-
ments to the effect that such policies,
forms, and agreements are consistent
with certain disclosure protections,
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:
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Ms. KILPATRICK (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today.

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of ill-
ness in the family.

Mrs. SCHMIDT (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of at-
tending a funeral.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. ALLEN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. ALLEN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5
minutes, today.

————
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles, which were thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 342. An act to designate the United
States courthouse located at 555 Independ-
ence Street in Cape Girardeau, Missouri, as
the ‘“Rush Hudson Limbaugh, Sr. United
States Courthouse”.

H.R. 544. An act to designate the United
States courthouse at South Federal Place in
Santa Fe, New Mexico, as the ‘“Santiago E.
Campos United States Courthouse’.

H.R. 584. An act to designate the Federal
building located at 400 Maryland Avenue
Southwest in the District of Columbia as the
“Lyndon Baines Johnson Department of
Education Building”’.

———
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 15 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, March 14, 2007, at
10 a.m.

—————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

817. A letter from the General Counsel, Na-
tional Credit Union Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule —
General Lending Maturity Limit and Other
Financial Services (RIN: 3133-AD30) received
March 8, 2007, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

818. A letter from the Senior Legal Advi-
sor, OGC, FERC, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Preventing Undue Discrimina-
tion and Preference in Transmission Service
[Docket Nos. RMO05-17-000 and RM05-25-000;
Order No. 890] received March 7, 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.
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